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Request of Removal of change

Use of response of transactions:

1. J.Frederick after talking with her internal groups it would cost more to take it out than just leaving them in the current process. 

2. K.Patrick – does it have an opinion on either side; either way works for Reliant Energy.
3. Roger T – Since the market is already doing it; why change the business that is established at this point.

4. K.Scott stated the 814_29s are of no value and your adding extra transactions to flow in the market which could slow down processing of the more important ones.

5.  Kim Wall – make them optional/ ERCOT 

· K.Thurman stated that not all CRs send them or CRs send them incorrectly.  These transactions are of no value.  It doesn’t matter if the CR sends an Accept or a Reject, as they both do the same thing and just log.
· ERCOT would like to really get rid of transactions.  
J.Frederick – Why were these put in the market in the first place?  K.Scott believes it was for a more of a paper trail; for each touch point received it.  
Direct Energy does not advocate getting rid of these since it will cost to code these out would be extensive. R.Tenenbown supports the Direct Energy stance.
What is the requirement for this?  Eliminate these transactions

Does it need to be finalized by July 1?  ERCOT stance would be little increase for ERCOT to test the removal of transactions. We should put a placeholder in what we turn in stating it is possible these could be removed.
ERCOT was asked to find out what the savings would be and bring it to the meeting on July 1 and 2, 2010? 
K.Scott stated 814_29 – For the Month - May 7k and average 6800 from Jan – May. 

Question:  Switch Hold: Agreed to use Existing Transactions 650_01s and 814_20s.
Everyone on the call agreed to use the existing transactions.  There was no one that spoke to using a new transaction.
K.Scott has drafted the changes in a Change Control for use of the existing transactions.

Deferred Payment Plan will not be approved until July– Go ahead and write the change control for the prospective that the Switch Hold - DPP being approved. If something changes we can strike through the language for Deferred Payment in the Change Control.    

 E.Echols – Switch Hold tampering and Switch Hold Deferred Payment – Direct Energy does not want to two codes because it might be sharing some proprietary information. K.Scott put in a Switch Hold Add and Remove.
Interim: Switch Hold RMGRR 087 – TDSPs will post a spreadsheet daily of the list that ESI IDs….

If it goes on TML can this replace the list since it was going to be on TML? PUC was open for discussions in the future once everything has been implemented.

TDSP Cancels on Switches:
K.Thurman – ERCOT would like to continue using the 814_28(09). ERCOT believes we already have a process for TDSPs to Cancel and that is by using the 814_28(09).  To implement the TDSP to use the 814_08 would be a brand new transaction flow. Direct Energy agrees with this as well. K.Scott would like to talk more about this topic.

Can the 814_28 used for a switch?

AEP originally requested this for use with the cancel with approval but K.Scott is going to take it back to CNP.  

Moving in the ability for a CR to request a Cancel:

ERCOT wants to defer at this time and come back and look at everything once the AMIT requirements are completed.
Transactional Switch Hold Communication Solutions 
for Texas SET 4.0
DRAFT FOR DISCUSSION 

Using Existing Transactions for Tampering
Addition of Flag 
1. TDSP discovers Tampering and sends 814_20 to ERCOT requesting addition of the Switch Hold Flag
a. ERCOT will post flag to TML Find ESI ID and TDSP ESI ID Extract 

b. ERCOT will forward 814_20 to the ROR and any pending ROR
Removal of the Flag

1. ROR sends 650_01 to TDSP requesting removal of the Switch Hold Flag

a. TDSP sends 650_02 response to ROR acknowledging receipt of the Service Order Request

2. TDSP sends 814_20 to ERCOT requesting removal of the Switch Hold Flag 

a. ERCOT will remove flag from TML Find ESI ID and TDSP ESI ID Extract 

b. ERCOT will forward 814_20 to the ROR and any pending ROR
Using New Transactions for Tampering
Addition of Flag for Tampering
1. TDSP discovers Tampering and sends 888 to ERCOT requesting addition of the Switch Hold Flag

a. ERCOT will post flag to TML Find ESI ID and TDSP ESI ID Extract 

b. ERCOT will forward 888 to the ROR

Removal of the Flag

1. ROR will send 888 to ERCOT requesting removal of the Switch Hold Flag

2. ERCOT will forward 888 to the TDSP

3. TDSP will respond to ERCOT with approve/decline removal of the Switch Hold Flag

c. If approved ERCOT will remove flag from TML Find ESI ID and TDSP ESI ID Extract 

a. If declined Switch Hold Flag will stay 

b. ERCOT will forward response to the ROR

Deferred Payment
· This rulemaking is still in progress at the PUCT

Using Existing Transactions for Deferred Payment
Addition of the Flag 

1. CR sends 650_01 to TDSP requesting addition of the Switch Hold Flag

a. TDSP sends 650_02 response to ROR acknowledging receipt of the Service Order Request

2. TDSP sends 814_20 to ERCOT requesting addition of the Switch Hold Flag 

a. ERCOT will add flag to TML Find ESI ID and TDSP ESI ID Extract 

b. ERCOT will forward 814_20 to the ROR and any pending ROR

Removal of the Flag

3. CR sends 650_01 to TDSP requesting removal of the Switch Hold Flag

a. TDSP sends 650_02 response to ROR acknowledging receipt of the Service Order Request

4. TDSP sends 814_20 to ERCOT requesting removal of the Switch Hold Flag 

a. ERCOT will remove flag from TML Find ESI ID and TDSP ESI ID Extract 

b. ERCOT will forward 814_20 to the ROR and any pending ROR

Using New Transactions
Removal of the Flag

1. ROR will send 888 to ERCOT requesting removal of the Switch Hold Flag

2. ERCOT will forward 888 to the TDSP

3. TDSP will respond to ERCOT with approve removal of the Switch Hold Flag

c. ERCOT will remove flag from TML Find ESI ID and TDSP ESI ID Extract 

a. ERCOT will forward response to the ROR

Addition of the Flag

1. ROR will send 888 to ERCOT requesting addition of the Switch Hold Flag

2. ERCOT will forward 888 to the TDSP

3. TDSP will respond to ERCOT with appropriate code 
d. If approved ERCOT will add flag from TML Find ESI ID and TDSP ESI ID Extract 

a. If declined Switch Hold Flag will stay 

b. ERCOT will forward response to the ROR

Assumptions:

· Transactional Solution to implement with SET 4.0 

· Request for removal of a Switch Hold Flag for purpose of a MVI will stay within MarkeTrak and will not be impacted by SET 4.0

·  A new MT flow will be implemented in the next MarkeTrak release

· When looking at existing transactions we would not make change to the flow.  i.e.- we would not suggest 650 going through ERCOT

· Creating a new transaction will most likely be more costly to all Market Participants than adding new segments/codes to existing transactions 
· SET Changes Needed:

· Using Existing:  

· Add Switch Hold Removal and Addition codes to the 650_01

· Add Switch Hold Request acknowledgement to the 650_02

· Add Switch Hold Removal and Addition to the 814_20

· Creating New:

· Implementing use of the 888 transaction and documenting all data for that transaction

